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Comments to the authors:
The manuscript suggests that an enrichment environment may lead to synaptic plasticity and cognitive recovery after permanent ischemic stroke in mice. However, even though the authors report that "There has been little research on the effects of EE on the terminals of axons and synaptic plasticity as well as their relation to cognitive performance", there are many other manuscripts regarding this issue. For instance, we may cite Nithianantharajah and Hannan (2006) (Title: Enriched environments, experience-dependent plasticity and disorders of the nervous system; Nature Reviews Neuroscience), among others. Therefore, I strongly suggest reviewing your References in order to improve the quality of your study and reinforce your findings. They will also help you to present in a clear way some basic concepts. For instance, plasticity is also an intrinsic property of the neural system. It takes place continuously and at the different levels of the neural system. According to the authors, the Introduction seems to suggest neural plasticity as a mechanism that manifests itself eventually depending on specific conditions. It is not true and I am sure the authors realize that mainly due to the quality of text presented in the Discussion. Thus, I reinforce the need of reviewing conceptually and grammatically parts of the manuscript. These are my main concerns although there are some few below.
Material and Methods
It is not clear how many mice were submitted to all experimental procedures until they were assigned to the three groups; Page 7 -line 39: The correct expression is "ad libidum" and not aB libidum"; Please, inform how mice were sacrificed; Statistical Analysis Please, be clearer concerning the analysis. Inform which data were submitted to which test, and the level of significance, etc.
